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STRACT- . - :
) Cémpaflsans between 35 small/rural K= 12 Kansas schaal
élstrlcts (BBG students or fewer) and 642 similar districts
- nationwide use data gathered’ dur;ng 1982-83. Qualifying Kansas
districts (208, enrolling 95,466 students) were identified, to be
compared. to, 4ﬂ125 quallﬁy1ng ‘districts nationwide. A qugstiannalre-
mailed to superintendents.of 36 randemly -Selected Kansgs districts -
and 81leé randamly selected districts ﬂatlﬂﬂwldé achle ‘ed¥espective
response rates of 97.2% and 78.7%. A 3-page'table compgres data from
the Kansas and national surveys in Eecﬂ:ans on the. d“#trlﬂt T
superintendent, teachersgs, student perfarmance, anéts,'aalapragrams.
For example, tea:heré are. compared in terms of .averade numbers .of
elementary teache¥s in district (Kansas: 17. 1, nationbkl: 14.4)y
average number. of secondary teachers.in d:strict (17.4, 15.7);
‘average teacher/student ratio (1:11.8; 1:14- +5); Per:ent tea;her
. turnover, 1981-82 (8. 9%, 8. S%) mearn 'eginnlng teacher salary,
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1982-83 (511 948, $12,492); 'mean. top Jfeacher salary, 1982+83
(520,472, s2o0, SDE) mean current teacher salary, 1982-83'(s16,

S$le6, 377): average number of "steps"” to reach top of salary schedulé
(11.4, 14.5); and average number of élfferent subject-preparations
for secandgry teacher& (3 6, 3.5). (MH) ' {0
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KANSAS

"A descriptive report QF R=12 publlé school dlEtrlEtS in Kaﬁsas

enral]:ng 900 students or léss egmpared fo natlﬂﬁwlde FESEEFEh Fundlﬁgs

f r rural szhcal dlstructs of - snmnliar si:e

hlrty five dlstrlcts were a
7

sgrveyed in Ransa@ 642 dlstrncts were surveyed in.the naticnal study‘

= .. X . 7 . = ¥ )
Ths study gath&rﬁd data Fsiated to the rural dlstric;tl the s:hcc]a
superlntendent

the "teach arg,_s¢haai prcgrams, and Etudent perFarmance

Data was ED]]SEtEd dur:ng ‘the 1582 83 school year
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N =A RESEARCH REPGRI DF SMALL/RUBAL SCHDDL DISTRIC'IS IN KANSAS ! - Lty

A D e ﬁDM:E’AR@ TD SEHDDL QZE‘ETRTC'I%S DF SIHIIAR SIZE NATTQNWIDE <.
. . Bruce Q. Barker— and Ivan D. Musé e
S iii. Lo f IETRDDUCTIDN ; i’ii;‘a L ‘,; B <1u.£
: x . ;=;‘.: T ”ﬁ_\ A - .

. < . :-,, s
stfengths and allenges of Ameri;a 8 smallffural ét‘*haals, despite Ehe fact; '
S R e =5 ¢ R4 .
" that- aln;ostf Qn‘g t d of Amefit'a 5 - youngstefs att Echaols classifled
“rural (REA Néws 2)% With che dégl;ne in .schagl ‘cons lidatian and “the

cu r'rént; papulaz:}iaﬁ . t6 non—metrapolitap 'areas (Beérl,ir 1975),- it;__, is.

. | K% O : 4, - Lot
clearly evident that; rurai sc:ho::ls wiils cnntinue to play ‘a. sigﬂiflcant rale .

,.”.|g . . N
. y

in the future aducat;anal de‘velgpmént D‘f *‘a lafge sggment af aur . 5:3:;5.31:3;- '
s , o . e v
Gu%réntly;‘ ve;y littla data are available atout ru:al sahanl sy, ta 5 in our .

T

. 1 . .
sai:iét‘yg This is particulafly t:ue af K=12 systems Enrolli ng l ss than .1,0C

‘Students (Na:htlgal 1979). ’; - S o ¢ * ;‘:; N

s A T

'Ihe p,g:pase c,lf this repart is to pfesent majc::r findings af K= 12 ru:al

Sc:hﬁol distficts in Kansas w‘ith thas E::f- a natinnwid*e ésﬁudy :ompleteé by Earker

(1983), in whir:h déscriptive data were calle«:tad on K—l; an‘d/or l 12 rural

schﬂal systems* én;oj.liﬂg 900 students car less. N The findings ~were gai‘hered,)

during the 1982-83 at:“*demic: year. ﬁ S o W ‘_“7},
MET’Hbﬁ , !i‘ '&, - .: . | PR r . - .é -' :
A - y - L “; ! — JEER O B
Using - the Edugatién Dire;tqz}{,ﬁ: Fall IQED* _ Lcat:al Educatian g ies. as
a' réf‘erem:g, a Hand count w.as madg of *all K—l?_ ancf 1- l.’Z publi LS ) 13-

distficts ifl the United States whieh enrpll 90‘0 studenj:s -or less. Of th

natign 8 15 EDl*public distl‘iﬂts, 4 125 (26 4 percént) WE‘I‘E idenglfied as

aquaIifying K—IZ or 1- 1.2 systems. In Kans,as, 208 qualifying disﬁrléts wera

identifdied. Ihése‘-_ﬂixgtfi;gs repfesegted 67.8 percent of ~the ,:t;atzé's 307

= 5 !
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urbanrﬂis;fict, and even many 1arger fural dlstnigts. IE is hoped that the-

'infqrmatién‘pfeéénted herein will assist Kansas eduzatqfs,-and-éthefs interested

‘—opgfating publi; schoal ¢ s~ led 95,466 students..
- Quaszionﬁaires wer '}i;§4ﬁ$§, su; finteﬁdents “of 816 ;raﬁdémly sele:tedr
K diStfiCES iﬁ the ﬁatiar ' ;éﬂﬁ?’ I, étéd quéstianﬂairas were returﬁed from

%92‘ :Zitriccg. (78.7 -. St “ar game - quegti@ﬁﬂaire ﬁas mailad ; 35

l,g

of rur,l districts which make up the staté 3 public school system,_lt is ciearly

*

ichallenges and rewards, in mauy ways,'uniquely différent frcm those Df a 1arge

- B \

: . ' . A Lo
in ‘education, to more kmowledgeably enhance the stréngths‘and aﬁdregs the needs

. - - . Sy "FJ
vof. the small/rural districts within the state.:
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di tilfkts in Kénsas; o vF:pnndad (97.2 pe réént) Ihg_questionnaire
posed'quéstions rela. L g; district,:the sch 1 sﬁp;iiuﬁendémt, the
'ﬁeachers, Schgél progra ;aﬂt perfofmance. -
A comparison of the major findings in Kansas with those of the natigﬁa; .
study are reported in Table 1. ' - ; S N
= ’ : : ’ * 5, - E . . R
. b CONCLUSION .
L ow i e L. . ‘E'?; i -
Kapsas is one inthe leadin é states.in the nation - in rela i n to 'hlﬂ mbafﬁ
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N CDHPARISDN OF ¢ EESEARCH FINDINGS ON K-l?hPUBLIC SCHOOL, DISTRICTS IN. KANSAS

AND THDSE HATIGNWIﬂE ENRDLLING 900" STUDENTS OR LESS." 1983; : .

The Raral Distri:t T I "
“1.' Awverage: student enrollment per district . 425 . 436
2. Average fiumber of .schools per Fdistrict :ﬂj’ . 2.0 2.4
T 3. Averaga student enrollment per school . - -, 156.7 .= 188.5
-4, Average geagzaphical sizé of district in s . '
Square, milas : ;A 309 .. 245
5. Percent of student's bussed to schaol o . 58.7 L 644
6. Mean farthest one-way distanga students R B . 1
+ Y bussed (miles) .. - . 19.1- =, 19.0
7. Percent of distticts raparting reegipt cf <L jia‘ : B
=  state aid or funding for. small school . S0 8 .
. . districts : -t 2.9 LT 24,2
8. Average dollar amnunz Df last bond issue : $1,14Q,600F“a 5$716,000
9. Percent of districts passing lasclbﬂndgissu% 91,2 87.5 .
" 10. Percent of districts répgrtiﬁg declining . R A .
~ -+ - enrollments _ . _ C . 22.9 |- 36.2
The Superintendent T \%\ i
1. Average age of superintendent . 50.9 - 47.1
" 2. Percent of superintendents holding - : , o
- masgter's as highest degree h ( 73.4° '55.4.,
3.. Percent of Supétiﬂt%ﬁdéﬂts holding Ed. ' : . .
¢+ Specialist degree - . . 14.3 | . 31,5
4s .Percent of supgfinténdents hglding a 1 \ o . L
* . doctorate degree ' 11.4 - ]~ 13.71
5. Average tenure, as superintendenf Tyears) * ‘6.3 8.5
6.  Pércent of superintendents reporting annual
“.salary in excess of-'$35,000 = : - 48.6 T 37.4
7- Percent, of full-time superintendents . 65.7 . '75.8
8. Percent of supérintendant/pgingipal ' }, o o
- combinations’ ¢ - ) _ ©34.3 "120.9

ﬂé; Percenf of superintendehts who wafked
/- ~for disgriet prior to appainzméﬁt as,

superintendent - 5 L 2279 - 29.4
The Teachers L ’ o o *;{ - , o
1. Average number of El%méﬁtafy teachers in = |7 - ’ ‘
’ district B _ 171 B 14.4
2. Average number of segnﬁdary téaghers in - L
 didfrict s S I T TN
3. Average teacher/student ratio E g 1:11.8 1:14.5 .
4. Percent teacher turnover. (1981—82) : 1V . .48.9 8.6
5. Mean beginning teachér salary (1982-83) 511,948 $12 492
6. Mean top teacher. salary (1982-83) C 1 820,472 $20,506 ;
7 Mean Eurfent teacher salary (1982 83) T §16,129 | 16,377 -
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, Average ‘number of’ "steps“ ‘to reach t
8alary schedule

Average number of differ’”tfﬁubject prepar=
gtions far seccgdarg taaehers

=

Studegt Perfarmance LT

3 T S '
l., Mean number. of graiuating seniors T
2. . Pertent of gradﬁétiﬁ seniors recognized as
. /7 Natiomal Merit’ Exam %inaiists : .
3. , Percent of graduating segdors acﬁiéving
scores of 25 or above on’ Amerigan College

. Test, (ACT Exam) .
,4? \Pafcegt of graduatiﬂg seniers a:hieving
s . ' scores.of- 1100 or above on Sihglastic
. ‘Aptitude Pest (SAT Exam}
\ ‘9. .Percent of graduating "’iars gaing on ta—
s/college ] ¥ :
6, 'Percent of graduating EEﬁiOIS going to
technical schoal i
schgol P%g’fams

1. ‘PEIEEEE of districts exploying either full eor
" part-time, the. fQ#lEWiﬂg ﬂesaur:e perscnnel

~  Special Education . - o '
* . 8School Counselor - C
School Psycholagist ’ _'; f§'

School Nurse.-
Libfa:ian/MEdia Spetialist
_Adult Education Director
Gommunity Education' Director
Vg:atioaal Education Director

2. PEI;Eﬁt of districts foering%%he fallawiﬁg
. sports programs: - . .

" T
Football a 7 -
" Basketball . . = . L -
- Baseball. ' - ' : 5
- Softball
' Volleyball-
‘Cross Eauntry Track .
Soccer o
Wrgstling' , ; _
Track and Field = —~ .. . .
Galf e : 3 o
Swimming -
Gymnastics

%=

@
4

&

33.3

12.3

T 57.1

85.7
/51.4
51.4

68.6

17.1 0
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Percent of district% affering thegfellgwing

3.

courses as a part of their eurriculum: .

Spanish N ' ’ B o _ ) -42.9 %1.8

German ' S ‘ : 14,3 - 9.7

French ° : : L. + 25.7 ~.18.9

Calciilus . o : D 40.0- . 35,9
.. Chemistry . - 82.9 °° 79.4

Computer Science 80.0 ‘6043

‘Electronics - 5.7 13.0

Vocational Agriculture 45.7 63.1

Physics. . 65.7 67.7
r. - '
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